
July 19,2010 

Mack H. Shumate, [r. 
Senior CciKial Attorney, law Department 

^0^10^ 

The Honorable Cynthia T. Brown 
Chief, Section of Administration 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street, S.W., Room #100 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

ENTCp;:!' 
Office otPf^ "• 

Pari o. PubiicRecoiC 

RE: Petition for Exemption to Abandon of a portion of the North Little Rock 
Junction Bridge Line from M.P. 343.65 to the end of the Line at M.P. 343.97 in 
North Little Rock, a total distance of 032 miles in Pulaski County, Arkansas (the 
"Line"); STB Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 290X) 

Dear Ms. Brown: 

Attached for filing in the above-refeienced docket is the Combined Environmental and 
Historic Report prepared pursuant to 49 C.F.R. §110S.7 and §110S.8, with a Certificate of 
Service, and a transmittal letter pursuant to 49 C.F.R. §1 lOS.l 1. 

Union Pacific anticipates filing a Petition for Exemption to Abandon the Line in this 
matter on or after August 8,2010. 

Sincerely, 

' % 

Attachment 

cc: All Concerned Parties 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 290X) 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 
~ ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN PULASKI COUNTY, AR 
(JUNCTION BRIDGE LINE) 

Combined Environmental and Historic Report 

Union Pacific Railroad Company ("UP") submits this Combined Environmental 

and Historic Report ("EHR") pursuant to 49 C.F.R. § 1105.7(e) and 49 C.F.R. 

§ 1105.8(d), respectively, for an exempt abandonment of the Junction Bridge Line, from 

Milepost 343.65 to Milepost 343.97, in North Little Rock, a distance of .32 miles in 

Pulaski County, Arkansas (the "Line"). The Line traverses U.S. Postal Sen îce Zip Code 

72118. UP anticipates that It will file a Notice of Exemption to abandon the Line on or 

after August 8,2010. 

A map of the Line (Attachment No. 1), and UP's letter to federal, state and local 

government agencies (Attachment No. 2) are attached to this EHR. Responses 

received thus far to UP's letters are also attached. 



ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 
49C.F.R.110S.7<e) 

(1) Proposed action and alternatives. Describe the proposed action, including 
commodities transported, the planned disposition (if any) of any rail line and other 
structures that may be involved, and any possible changes in cunrent operations or 
maintenance practices. Also describe any reasonable alternatives to the proposed 
action. Include a readable, detailed map and drawings clearly delineating the project. 

R^ponse: The proposed action involves an exempt abandonment of UP's Junction 

Bridge Line. The Line proposed for abandonment extends from Milepost 343.65 to 

Milepost 343.97, in North Little Rock, in Pulaski Country, Aritansas, a total distance of 

0.32 miles. A map of the Line is attached as Attachment No. 1. 

The Line was originally constructed in 1870 by the Little Rock & Fort Smith 

Railroad. It is constructed with a combination of 90 pound jointed rail and 100 pound 

welded rail. 

The right-of-way proposed for abandonment has minimal potential for public use. 

There are already sufficient roads and other fonns of transportation in the area and the 

property most likely could not be used for recreational purposes. 

Based upon infonnation in UP's possession, the Line does not contain any 

federally granted right-of-way. Any documentation in UP's possession will be made 

available to those requesting it. The Line consists of non-reversionary property. 

After the proposed abandonment, the closest rail service would be available on 

the remaining portion of the Junction Bridge Line or on other segments of UP in North 

Little Rock, which is a major tenninal for the Union Pacific System. The general Little 

Rock area is also served by Little Rock & Westem, BNSF, and Amtrak. Barge service 

Is available on the Aricansas River. The Line Is located in North Little Rock, just across 

the Aricansas River from Central Little Rock. The area is well served by various major 



streets and highways, such as Interstates 40 and 30. 

No local traffic has originated or tenninated on the Line in the past two years, and 

there is no overhead traffic. No complaint regarding the cessation of service has been 

pending, filed, or ruled upon in favor of complainant in the past two years. 

(2) Transportation System. Describe the effects of the proposed action on regional 
or k)cal transportation systems and patterns. Estimate the amount of traffk; (passenger 
or freight) that will be diverted to other transpoi1atk>n systems or modes as a result of 
the proposed action. 

Response: Given that no trafftc uses the Line, the proposed abandonment will have 

no impact on area transportatton systems and patterns. 

(3) U n d Use. 

(i) Based on consultation with local and/or regional planning agencies 
and/or a review of the official planning documents prepared by such 
agencies, stete whether the proposed action is consistent with existing 
land use plans. Describe any inconsistencies. 

(ii) Based on consultation vnth the U.S. Soil Conservation Service, state 
the effect of the proposed actkin on any prime agricultural land. 

If the action affects land or water uses within a designated coastel 
zone, include the coastel zone infonnation required by 49 C.F.R. § 
1105-9. 

(iv) If the proposed action is an abandonment, stete whether or not the 
right-of-way Is suiteble for altemative public use under 49 U.S.C. § 10905 
and explain why. 

Response: (i) UP is unaware of any adverse eftecte on local and existing land use 

plans. The Pulaski County Planning and Development Offices have been 

contacted. To date, UP has received no response, 

(ii) The Natural Resources Conservation Service ("NRCS") has been 

contected and has responded that there will be no effect on prime 



tennland or fannland of stetewide importence. Response atteched as 

Attachment No. 3. 

(iii) Not Applicable. 

(iv) The approximate 1/3 mile Line is located in downtown North Little 

Rock, AR. The potential for public use is minimal. There are already 

sufficient roads and other fonns of transportetk>n in the area and the 

property most likely could not be used for recreational purposes. 

(4) Energy. 

(i) Describe the effect of the proposed action on transportetton of energy 
resources. 

(ii) Describe the effect of the proposed action on recyclable commodities. 

ii) Stete whether the proposed action will result in an increase or 
decrease in overall energy efficiency and explain why. 

(iv) If the proposed action will cause diversions from rail to motor carriage 
of more tiian: 

(A) 1,000 rail cartoads a year, or 

(B) an average of 50 rail carloads per mile per year 
for any part of the affected line, quantify the resulting 
net change in energy consumptk}n and show the date 
and methodology used to anive at tiie figure given. 

Response: (i) There are no effecte on the transportation of energy resources. 

(11) There are no recyclable commodities moved over the Line, 

(ill) There will be no change in energy consumption from the proposed 

action. 

(iv)(A)(B) UP does not anticipate tiiat there will be any rail-to-motor 

diversion. 



(5) Air. (i) If the proposed action will result in either: 

(A) an increase in rail traffic of at least 100% (measured in 
gross ton miles annually) or an increase of at least eight 
trains a day on any segment of rail line affected by the 
proposal, or 

(B) an Increase in rail yard activity of at least 100% 
(measured by carioad activity), or 

(C) an average increase in trud( traffic of more than 10% of 
the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on any affected 
road segment, quantify the anticipated effect on air 
emissions. For a proposal under 49 U.S.C. §10901 (or 
§10505) to construct a new line or reinstitute service over a 
previously abandoned line, only the eight train a day 
provision in subsection (5)(i)(A) will apply. 

Response: UP does not anticipate any such effects. 

(5) Air. (ii) If the proposed action affects a Class I or nonattelnment area under the 
Clean Air Act, and will result in either: 

(A) an increase in rail traffic of at least 50% (measured in 
gross ton miles annually) or an increase of at least three 
trains a day on any segment of rail line, or 

(B) an increase in rail yard activity of at least 20% (measured 
by carload activity), or 

(C) an average increase in truck traffic of more than 10% of 
the average daily traffk: or 50 vehicles a day on a given road 
segment, then state whether any expected increased 
emissbns are wittiin the parameters esteblished by the Stete 
Implementation Plan. However, for a rail construction under 
49 U.S.C. §10901 (or 49 U.S.C. §10505), or a case involving 
the reinstitution of sen/ice over a previously abandoned line, 
only the tiiree train a day threshold in this item shall apply. 

Response: There will t>e no Increase in rail traffic, rail yard activity, or truck traffic as a 

result of the proposed action. 

(5) Air. (ill) If transportetion of ozone depleting materials (such as nitrogen oxide 
and freon) is contemplated, identify: the materials and quantity; the frequency of 
service; safety practices (including any speed restrictions); the applicant's safety record 
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(to the extent available) on derailments, accidente and spills; contingency plans to deal 
with accjdentel spills; and the likelihood of an accidentel release of ozone depleting 
materials in the event of a collision or derailment. 

Response: The proposed action will not affect the transportation of ozone depleting 

materials. 

(6) Noise. If any of the thresholds identified in item (5)(i) of this section are 
surpassed, stete whether the proposed action will cause: 

(i) an incrementel increase in noise levels of three decibels 
Ldn or more or 

(ii) an increase to a noise level of 65 decibels Ldn or greater. 
If so, identify sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, libraries, 
hospitels, reskJences, retirement communities, and nursing 
homes) in the project area and quantify the noise increase 
for these receptors if the thresholds are surpassed. 

Response: Not applicable. 

(7) Safety. 

(i) Describe any effects of the proposed action on public healtii and safety 
(including vehicle delay time at railroad grade crossings). 

(ii) If hazardous materials are expected to be transported, identify: the 
materials and quantity; the frequency of service; whether chemicals are 
being ti^nsported that, if mixed, couki react to fomn more hazardous 
compounds; safety practices (induding any speed restrictions); the 
applicant's safety record (to tiie extent available) on derailments, 
acckiente and hazardous spills; the contingency plans to deal with 
accidentel spills; and the likelihood of an accidentel retease of hazardous 
materials. 

(iii) If there are any known hazardous waste sites or sites where tiiere 
have been known hazardous materials spills on the right-of-way, identify 
the location of those sites and the types of hazardous materials involved. 

Response: (i) The proposed action will have no detrimentel effects on public health 

and safety. 



(ii) The proposed action will not affect the transportetion of hazardous 

materials. 

(iii) There are no known hazardous materials waste sites or sites v\^ere 

known hazardous material spills have occurred on or along the subject 

Line. 

(8) Biological resources. 

(i) Based on consultetion with the U.S. Fish and Wikilife Service, state 
whether the proposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered or 
threatened species or areas designated as a critical habitat, and if so, 
describe the effecte. 

(ii) Stete whether wildlife sanctuaries or refuges. National or Stete paries or 
forests will be affected, and describe any effects. 

Response: (i) The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has been contected. To date, UP 

has not received a response. 

(ii) The Natksnal Park Service has been contected. To date, UP has not 

received a response. 

(9) Water. 

(i) Based on consultation with State water quality officials, state whether 
the proposed actton is consistent with applicable Federal, Stete or local 
water quality stendards. Describe any inconsistencies. 

(ii) Based on consultetion with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, stete 
whether pennite under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 
1344) are required for the proposed action and whether any designated 
wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be affected. Describe the effecte. 

Stete whettier pennits under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (33 
U.S.C. § 1342) are required for the proposed action. (Applicante should 
contect the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency or the state 
environmental protection or equivalent agency if they are unsure whether 
such pennite are required.) 
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Response: (I) The U. S. Environmentel Protection Agency Regional Office and 

Arkansas Environmental Protection Agency have been contected. To 

date, UP has received no response. 

(ii) The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers has been contected and UP 

received a response on June 4, 2010, steting that Section 404 pennits are 

not required. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers letter is atteched as 

Attechment No. 4. 

(iii) UP does not anticipate that there will be any requiremente for Section 

402 pennite. 

(10) Proposed Mitigation. Describe any actions that are proposed to mitigate 
adverse environmentel impacts, Indicating why the proposed mitigation is appropriate. 

Response: There are no known adverse environmentel impacte. 

HISTORIC REPORT 
49 C.F.R. S 110S.8fd> 

(1) A U.S.G.S. topographic map (or an alternate map drawn to scale and sufficiently 
deteiled to show buildings and other structures in tiie vicinity of the proposed action) 
showing the location of the proposed action, and the locations and approximate 
dimensions of railroad stiiictures that are 50 years old or older and are part of the 
proposed action: 

Response: See Attechment No. 1. 

(2) A written description of the right-of-way (including approximate widths to the 
extent known), and the topography and urban and/or rural diaracteristics of the 
surrounding area: 

Response: The topography is flat within an urban street grid. The right-of-way for tiie 

Line varies slightiy in width, but is generally 40 feet. 
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(3) Good quality photographs (actual photographic printe. not photocopies) of 
railroad structures on the property that are 50 years okJ or older and of the immediately 
surrounding area: 

Response: The Aricansas Historic Preservation Agency has been contected. UP has 

been notified that there are no historical structures on tiie Line. A copy of the letter to 

the Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer is attached as Attechment No. 5. 

(4) The date(s) of construction of the structure(s), and tiie date(s) and extent of any 
major alterations to the extent such information is known: 

Response: See Attechment No. 1. 

(5) A brief nanrative history of carrier operations in the area, and an explanation of 
what, if any, changes are contemplated as a result of the proposed action: 

Response: See UP's response to question (1) in the Environmentel Report for a brief 

history and description. 

(6) A brief summary of documents in the carrier's possession, such as engineering 
drawings, that might be useful in documenting a structure that is found to be historic: 

Response: UP does not have any relevant documentation. 

(7) An opinion (based on readily available information in the UP's possession) as to 
whether the site and/or structures meet tiie criteria for listing on tiie National Register of 
Historic Places (36 C.F.R. § 60.4), and whetiier tii^e is a likelihood of archeological 
resources or any other previously unknown historic properties in the project area, and 
the basis for these opinions (including any consultetions with the State Historic 
Preservation Office, tocal historical societies or universities): 

Response: At this time. UP knows of no historic sites or structures or archeotogical 

resources on the Line or in the project area. UP is of the opinion that tiiere is nothing in 

the scope of the proposed abandonment and discontinuance of service that merite 

historical comment and that any ardieological sites within the scope of the right-of-way 
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would have previously been repeatedly disturbed during construction and maintenance 

of the Line over the years since 1870. 

(8) A description (based on readily available infonnation in the railroad's possesston) 
of any known prior subsurface ground disturbance or fill, environmental conditions 
(naturally occurring or manmade) that might affect the archeological recovery of 
resources (such as swampy conditions or the presence of toxic wastes), and the 
surrounding terrain. 

Response: UP does not have any such readily available infonnation. 

(9) Within 30 days of receipt of the historic report, the Stete Historic Preservation 
Officer may request the following additional infonnation regarding specified non-railroad 
owned properties or groups of properties immediately adjacent to the railroad right-of-
way. Photographs of specified properties that can be readily seen firom the railroad 
right-of-way (or other public righte-of-way adjacent to the property) and a written 
description of any previously discovered archeological sites, identifying the locations 
and type of the site (i.e., prehistoric or native American): 

Response: Not applicable. 

Dated this 19tii day of July, 2010. 

Respectfully submitted. 

UNIOMPACIFICRAILROAD COM 
Mack H. Shumate, Jr. 
Senior General Attorney 
101 North Wacker Drive, #1920 
Chk^go, Illinois 60606 
312/777-2055 (Tel.) 
312/777-2066 (FAX) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies tiiat a copy of the foregoing Combined 

Environmental and Historic Report in Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 290X). the Junction 

Bridge Line In Pulaski, Arkansas was served by First Class U.S. Mail, postege prepaid, 

on the 19th day of July, 2010, on the following parties: 

Stete Clearinghouse: 
Ari<ansas State Clearinghouse 
400 East Capitol Avenue 
Littie Rock. AR 72202-2418 

Stete Environmentel Protection 
Agencv: 
Aricansas Department of Environmentel 
Quality 
5301 Nortiishore Drive 
North Little Rock. AR 72118-5317 

Head of Countv: 
Pulaski County Planning and 
Development 
501 West Maridiam 
Suite A 
Little Rock. AR 72201 

Environmental Protection Aoencv: 
U.S. Environmentel Protection Agency 
Region 6 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Suite 1200 
Dallas, TX 75202 

Stete Historic Preservation Office: 
Aritansas Historic Preservation Program 
1500 Tower Building 
323 Center Street 
Little Rock. AR 72201 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife: 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Sen/ice 
Region 4 
NE Suite 400 
Atiante, GA 30345 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: 
U.S. Amny Corps of Engineers 
Little Rock District 
P.O. Box 867 
Little Rock, AR 72203 

National Park Service: 
National Paric Service 
Midwest Region 
120 Russell Labs 
1630 Linden Drive 
Madison, Wl 53706 

U.S. Natural Resources Conservation 
Service: 
State Conservationist 
Natural Resource Consen/ation Sen/ice 
101 East Capitol Avenue 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

National Geodetic Survey: 
National Geodetic Survey 
Geodetic System Division 
Infonnation Services 
N0AA/NGS12 
1315 E-W Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282 

Dated this 19th day of July, 2010. 



ATTACHMENT 1 

JUNCTION BRIDGE LINE 
MP 343.65T0 MP 343.97 

IN PULASKI COUNTY, ARKANS&S * 0 32 MILES 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 
JUNCTION BRIDGE LINE 

ARKANSAS 
NOTE : THERE ARE NO 50+ YEAR OLD STRUCTURES 

2,050 4,100 
Q:\aba,ndomn9nLs\ab33^290x_J BL.mzd 

8,200 
iFeet 



ATTACHMENT 2 

March 18,2010 

State Clearinohouse for alternate); 
Arkansas State Clearing House 
400 East Capitol Avenue 
Little Rock, AR 72202-2416 

State Environmental Protection Agency; 
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality 
5301 Northshore Drive 
North LitUe Rock, AR 72118-6317 

State Coastal Zone Wlanaaement Agency 
Ilf applicable): 
Not applk:able 

Head of Countv; 
Pulaski County Planning and Oevekipment 
501 West Markham 
Suite A 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

Environmental Protection Agency 
(Regional Office); 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region 6 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Suite 1200 
Dallas, TX 75202 

State Histork? Preservation Office: 
Arkansas Historic Preservatton Program 
1500 Tower Building 
323 Center Street 
Littie Rock. Arkansas 72201 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife: 
U.S. Fish & WikJiife Service, Region 4 
1875 Century Blvd. 
NE Suits 400 
Atlanta, GA 30345 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; 
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Littie Rock District 
PO Box 867 
Littie Rock, AR 72203 

National Park Service: 
National Park Service 
Mkjwest Region 
120 Russeil Labs 
1630 Linden Drive 
Madison. Wl 53706 

U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service; 
State Conservationist 
Natural Resource Conservation Service 
101 East Capitol Ave. 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

National Geodetic Survey; 
National Geodetic Survey 
Geodetto Services Division 
Infonnation Services 
N0AAIN6S12 
1315 E-W Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3262 

Re: Proposed fihatvionmenl of Vne Junctton Bridge Line from Milepost 343.65 to Milepost 
343.97 in North Littie Rock, a total distance of .32 miles in Pulaski County, Arkansas; STB 
Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 290) 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Union Pacific Railroad Company plans to request authority from the Surface Transportation Board 
(STB) to abandon and discontinue servtee on the Junctk>n Bridge Line from Mliepost 343.65 to Milepost 

Law Depaitment 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 
1400 DoujIuSl., Slop )S80, Omatia, NE 6S179-I580 
Ix. (402)501-0127 



343.97 in North Little Rock, a total distance of •3]^fnf fL in Pulaski County. Arkansas. A map of the 
proposed track abandonment shown in black is a t tac^ | | | j [ | | 

Pursuant to the STB's regulations a r ^ g C.F.R. Part 1152, and the environmental 
regulations at 40 C.F. R. Part 1105.7, this is to request your assistance in identifying any potential effects of 
this actkm as indk:ated in the paragraphs below. We do not antteipate any adverse environmental impacts. 
However, if you klentify any adverse environmental Impacts, describe any actions Uiat are proposed in 
order to mitigate the environmental impacts. Please provide us with a written response that can be 
included in an Environmental Report, whk:h will be sent to the STB. 

LOCAL AND/OR REGIONAL PU^NNING AGENCIES. State whether ttie proposed action 
is consistent with existing land use plans. Describe any inconsistencies. 

U. S. SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE. State the effect of the proposed action on any 
prime agricultural land. 

U. S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE <And State Game And Parks Commission. If 
Addressed). State (1) whether the pniposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered or threatened 
species or areas designated as a critical habitat, and if so, describe the effects, and, (2) whether wildiife 
sanchiaries or refuges. National or State parks or forests will be affected, and describe any effects. 

STATE WATER QUALITY OFFICIALS. State whether the proposed action is consistent 
with applicable Federal, State or Local water quality standards. Describe any inconsistencies. 

U. S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS. State (1) whether penults under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act (33 U.S. C. § 1344) are required for the proposed action and (2) whether any designated 
wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be affected. Describe the effects. 

U. S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY AND STATE ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION fOR EQUIVALENT AGENCY). (1) Identify any potential effects on Uie surrounding area, (2) 
Identify the iocatkin of hazardous waste sites and known hazardous material spills on the right-of-way and 
list the types of hazardous materials involved, and (3) state whether permits under Section 402 of the 
Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1342) are required for the proposed actron. 

Thank you for your assistance. Please send your reply to the undersigned. 

Sincerely, A A , 

Colleen K. Graham 
Paralegal 
Union PaciRc Railroad 
Law Department 
1400 Douglas SL, Stop 1580 
Omaha, NE 68179 
(W) 402^544-1643 
cgraham@up.com 

CKG/ 

Enc]osure{s} 

LnwDeparlment 

UNION PACinCRAILSOAD 
1400 Dongfai 5U Slop IS80, Onuha,NE68179-l5tO 
Ix. (402) 501.0127 

mailto:cgraham@up.com


ATTACHMENT 3 
United StetMi D«|MHrtnniit o f Agrict i i f mw 

mRcs 
Natural Rasouicss Conrcivallon Seivice 
Room 3416^ Faderal BuHdbig 
700 VUbstCapaol Avenue 
Ut le Rock, Arkansn 72201-3225 

Colleen K Graham 
Paralegal 
Union Pacific Railroad 
Lavy Department 
1400 Douglas St., Stop 1580 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 

Dear Ms. Graham: 

This letter is in response to yoiir request for information related to Prime Fannland and Farmland 
of Statewide Importance for the proposed abandonment of the Junction Bridge Line firom 
Milepost 343.6S to Milepost 343.97 in North Little Rock, Arkansas. This activity will have no 
affect on Prime Fannland or Farmland of Statewide Importance. 

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please call me at (501) 301-3172 
or email at edgar.mersiovskv@ar.usda. gov. 

Sincerely, 

^ 

EIKiARP.MERSia\ 
Assistant State Soil Scientist 

Enclosure 

cc: 
Luis Hernandez, Soil Survey Region 16 Leader/State Soil Scientist, NRCS, Little Rock, AR 

Thi Nalural RacaurcK ConMrvKfon Service pravlilas leadership bi s partnership effort to help people 
Gortcrve, maintain, and improve ow natural resounes and envireninent. 

A n P n i . a l n«.pvw*tw«l*M Ormri f tAr »n/ t EmMl.MMr 

mailto:edgar.mersiovskv@ar.usda


VJS. DEPARTMENT OF AQWCULTURE 
Nalurat Reaewcec Comafvatloa Barvica 

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING 
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS 

NRCS-CPA-iOe 
Pm. 141) 

•^&mmssmi^^m^^isii!^ii£SBisssm^ii^s;^mi^fmm 
BWftSiMilsoiritW^tcT^iN^Siit^ 

M R T VI ̂ « i w catmiMMf iy A d l m / ^ f W K j ^ CorrMbr 
/ toMMnMM O N H A (TtaM crftorto w » eA^iMMrf to 7 c m ffSftiil'eJ!; 

L.il 1. 1 •• Ji. j . £ . J j Lf.3p ^ iB-gTln' i ' t i j i i i . 

1. Area ki Nonuban Uie IS 
2. Perimeter in Monwbao Uae 1« 
3. PareenlOfCofrtdDrBelhaFwmed 20 
4. Pwtodlon Provided By 8l«<e And Local GovemmeiH 

5. Size of PwaenlFarai Una CflwpawdlJB Average 10 
6. Cnatlon 01 Nontamable Fannland 2S 
7. AvaHaMIIHv Ot Farm Siiwioil Seivlcea 
& On-Farm Invealmanla 20 
9. EBade Of Cctwewlon On Farm Support Sefrioee 25 
to. CowpaBbHIy W»h BiMng AgiteulliiiBl U«e 10 

TOIJU. CORRDOR ASSESSMENT POIMTS 160 

PART Vd (Ts t e coiqpMedlty Fn len f A f w e y ) 

Relative UBIW OTFanniand (From PailV) 10O 

Total Coitidar Aaaaeainenl (From Part Vt aiwva or a local aila 
aaaeaamenl} 100 

TOTAL POINTS <roM0/abov«2AMS> 260 

1. CoriMorSeleeM: Z. TotalAcFeiorFantflandatoBe 
Converted by Prajed: 

3.0aleOfSe(ee(an: 4. WnALocalSileAaeeesinenlUaed? 

YE» • HO n 

S. Reason For Selacllan: 

Signature ol Peieon CompkHne nw Pare roATE 

NOTE: Complete a fotm fof each segfnent wflh more than one Alternate Corridor 



NRCS-CPA-lOe ( K t m n u t 

CORRIDOR - TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 

The rt^owtng aflerla are to be used for projects that have a linear or corridor • type site conTtguration connecting two distent 
points, and crossing several different tracts of land. These include utIHIy lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood 
conUol systems. Federal agandes are to assess the suHaMMy of ead i ootrfdor - type site or design aitematiw for prolecdion as bmiiand 
along witti the land evaiuaUon information. 

(1) How much land Is in nonaben use within a radltis of 1.0 mVe tromviihere the project Is intended? 
More than 90 percent - 1 5 points 
90 to 20 percent -14 lo 1 paint(8} 
Less than 20 percent - 0 paints 

(2) How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurtan use? 
Mors than 90 percent - 1 0 points 
90 to 20 paroent - 9 to 1 point(s) 
Less than 20 percent • 0 points 

(3) How inuch of the s te has bean farmed (managed ftir a scheduled tervest or timber activily)inorB than five of the last 
10 years? 
Mora than M percent - 20 points 
90 to 20 percent - 1 9 to 1 polni(s) 
Less than 20 percent - 0 points 

(4) is the site si4]|sd to slate or unR of local government policies cr programs to protect fdrmiand or covered by ptIvaleprograRW 
to protect lanriand? 
Site is protected -20 ptrints 
SMB is not protected - 0 points 

(5) Is the fannunit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average-size familng unit in the County? 
(Average fann sizes in each county are avalabie from the NfViS field offices in each state. Data are from the latest avdtable Census of 
Agricuiiure, Acreage or Farm UnMs in OperBHon witti SI .000 or more in sales.) 
As large or larger -10 points 
Below average - deduct 1 point Ibr each 5 percent below the average, down to 0 piAits If 50 percent or mors below average - 9 to 0 points 

(6) If the sits Is chosen for Ihe project, how much of the remainbig land on Ihe farm wiR become non-farmable because of 
Interference wMh land patteme? 
Acreage equal to mora than 25 percent of acres dkecQy converted by tfie prcject - 25 points 
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 peroenl of the acres cHrecUy Gonvstled by the p r o ^ - 1 to 24 point(s) 
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the acres dhactly converted by the project - 0 points 

(7) Does the site have avaHabto adeqtiate supply of farm support services and marltels, La., (aim suppliers, equipmenl dealers, 
processing and storage fadlHes and farmei^ markets? 
All requirad seivloes are avalabie- 5 pointo 
Some required services ere available • 4 to 1 point(s) 
No rsqulred seivices are avaiiaMe - 0 pointo 

(8) Does the site have substantial and wel-mafaiteined on-farm investments such as bams, other storage bidding, ihiH trees 
and vines, field terraces^ drainage, (nlgaflon, waterways, or other so l and water consetvatton measures? 
hfigh amount of on-farm invastment - 20 pointo 
Moderate amount of on-ferro investment -19 to 1 point(s) 
No orvtarm investmerd - 0 poMs 

(9) VVbuld the project at this site, by converting brrniand to nonagtlouihnai use, reduce the demaridlbr torn support 
seivlcM so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the Earms rematiing in ihe area? 
Substenllal reduction in demand for support ssnrices if Ihe site is converted • 2S pointo 
Some reduction In demand for support services if the site is converted - 1 to 24 poinKs) 
No significant raductton in demarid for support services if the site is converted • 0 poinb 

(10) to Ihe idnd and intansi^ of the proposed use of the site suOtetonUy incompetiUe with agriculture that it is Skeiy to 
contribute to the eventoai oonverdon of sunouiding tamdand to nonagricutturai use? 
Proposed pn^ea is incompaUbta to existing agriculturel use of surrounding farmland -10 pdnte 
Pn^xraed project to toleFabto to existing agricuilural use of surrounding farmland - 9 to 1 poiht{s) 
Proposed project b lUiy compatlbto wSh «(isttog agricultoral use of surrounding farmland - 0 pdnte 



O 
•o 
>-» 
tn 
00 

o 

c : -Tj o 

P 
US POST.AGt: 



ATTACHMENT 4 

DEPARTiyiENT OF THE ARMY 
UTTLE ROCK DISTRICT, CORPS OF E N Q I N E B ^ 

POST OFFICE BOX 867 
HEPLV TO l - < ^ ' ^ ' ^^^^^ ARKANSAS 72203-0867 
AnENTIONOF 

R^uiatoiy Division 
JUN04 

FILE NO. 2010-00390 

Ms. Collem K. Graham 
Union Pacific Railroad 
1400 Douglas Street, Stop 1580 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 

Dear Ms. Graham: 

Please refer to your request dated March 18,2010, concerning Department of the Army 
permit reqiurements pursuant to Section 404 of tfie Clean Water Act Union Pacific Rulroad 
jproposes abandoommt of tiie Junction Bridge railroad line fixnn mileix>st 343.65 to milepost 
343.97. The project is located in the SW Vi of section 35, T. 2 N., R. 12 W., North Little Rock, 
Pulaski County, Arkansas. 

Corps of Engineers personnel have reviewed topogsphic maps, Pulaski County Soil Survey 
maps, and submitted mformation. The review found no wetland areas or other waters of the 
United States within the project area. Therefore, the proposed work at the subject location does 
not require a Section 404 Department of tiie Army permit. 

This deterniination does not relieve you of complymg with other applicable local, state, and 
Fedoal laws. 

Your coopnation in tiie Corps of l^gineers regulatory pn^am is appreciated. If you have 
any questions, please contact me at (SOI) 324-S29S. 

Please submit your omiments or suggestions on our Customer Service Survey: 
http://www.swl.usace.armv.milAcgulatorv/cu8tDmersurvev.htmi 

Sincerely, 

ia W. Blansett 
Project Manager 

Enclosure 

http://www.swl.usace.armv.milAcgulatorv/cu8tDmersurvev.htmi


ATTACHMENT 5 

March 18.2010 

7/77.2, 

STB 

state Clearinghouse for alternate): 
Arkansas State Clearing House 
400 East Capilol Averiue 
Littie Rook, AR 72202-2418 

State Environmental Protection Anencv: 
Arkansas Deparlrnent of Environmental Quality 
S301 Northshore Drive 
North little Rock. AR 72118-5317 

State Coastal Zone Management Agency 
VS appHcafaieh 
Not applteable 

Head of Countv; 
Pulaski County Planning and Devetopment 
501 West IMarkhaiTi 
Suite A 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

Environmental Protection Agency 
IRealonal Office!: 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Regron 6 
1445 Ross Avenue 
Suite 1200 
Dallas. TX 75202' 

State Historic Preservation Office; 
Arkansas Historic Preservation Program 
1500 Tower Building 
323 Canter Street 
Littie Rock, Arkansas 72201 

AHPP 

U.S.PtehandWlidHfe: 
U.S. Fish & WiklUfe Service, Regton 4 
1875 Century Blvd. 
NE Suite 400 
Atlanta, GA 30345 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers: 
U. S. Arniy Corps of Engineers, 
Littie Rock Distrtet 
PO Box 867 
Little Rock, AR 72203 

National Park Service: 
National Park Sen/ice 
IMkJwest Region 
120 Russeil Lal)s 
1630 Linden Drive 
Madison, Wl 53706 

U.S. Natural Resources Conservation Service: 
State Conservationist 
Natural Resource ConseFvation-Service 
101 East Capitol Ave. 
Little Rock, AR 72201 

National Geodetic Survey; 
National Geodetk: Survey 
Geodetic Services Division 
Information Servk:es 
N0AA1NGS12 
1315 E-W Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282 

^ ^ rtV 
HiiStto W««i«*on Olteai 

Re: Proposed Abandonment of the Junction Bridge Line from Milepost 343.65 to Milepost 
343.97 In North Littie Rock, a total distance of .32 mites in Pulaski County, Arkansas; STB 
Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-No. 290) 

To Whom it May Concern: 

Union Pacific Railroad Company plans to request authority from the Surface Transportation Board 
(STB) to abandon and discontinue service on the Junction Bridge Line from Milepost 343.65 to Milepost 

Law Department 

UNHMPACinCiUtClUUD 
1400OouglisSl,Slop lSni,Onnhii.Nn«BI79-i5l» 
fic.(4l)2)SQI-4127 
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